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Riverdale School Parent-Teacher Association
Riverdale, New Jersey 07457

March, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

| am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Riverdale, NJ PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted
by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we request the following:

- That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include
content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

- That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

- That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed
on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;
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- That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include parents; and

- That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely,

Riverdale, NJ
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
% Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.-W_, Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, as Pleasant Grove High School PTSA
(Parent/Teacher/Student Association) President, and as a mother of five children to tell
you my feelings about the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Implementation Group,on January 17,1997. 1do not feel that the age-based
rating system gives the parent enough content information to be able to know what
programs are appropriate for their children. I am aware of some surveys that indicated the
majority of parents feel as I do. We all want to have more descriptive information about
the content of programs on TV. 1 want to be the one to interpret the content and make a
choice, rather than have the TV industry do it for me. The age-based rating system is
practically usesless to me because I do not have enough specific information about the
program. In many cases my decision would be "no TV," rather than to chance
objectionable material in a program. 1 do not think the TV industry would prefer parents
choosing "no TV" over "some TV", carefully selected.

The FCC, by law, is required to "consult with appropriate public interest groups and
interested individuals from the private sector" about the industry's voluntary plan, and then
to determine if "such rules are acceptable to the Commisssion." I do not believe this
rating system has met the statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,
so ask that the FCC not approve it. Instead, I would request the following;

o That the only rating system you consider accepting be one with content information
such as V for violence, S for sexual depiction and nudity, and L for language,
including,preferably, an indication of the intensity of each of these;

o That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

o That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominantly placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

o That the rating board be independent of the tndustry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and
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e That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of the parents.

Thank you for this oppoirtunity to comment on an issue so important to me and to my
children, as well as to the families I represent in the PTSA.

Sincerely,

Debra Williams
Lindon, Utah



DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

LaQuita Hall

2790 S. Brandon
Springfield, MO 65809-3703

Telephone (417) 881-1818

March 11, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-3
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the Glendale High School PTSA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children.

We do not believe that this system meets the statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system.

Instead, we would request that:

i. The FCC accept only a rating system that will include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual content),
and L (for language);

2. The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system;

3. The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger and more prominent
and appear continuously on the screen;
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4. The program rating be done by a board independent of the industry and
the FCC and that it include parents of children of various ages; and

5. Any rating system approved by the FCC be periodically evaluated to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children
and families.

Sincerely,

Aebluts fall

LaQuita Hall
PTSA President

h
cc: National PTA



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners AN

c/o Federal Communications Commission UOCAETFKECQPYOHKHNAL
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

March 10, 1997
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system

as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. If it was left to me we would have no
need for a rating system, because all programs would be "G" rated
programs. But if we are going to have other than “G" rated movies
on our TV I would like to know about it before I let them in our home.

I would like to make the choice myself and not by the TV industry.
That would be like asking the fox to watch the chickencoop. Whose
interests will be served that way? What makes the TV industry
feel that they know what is best for my family and I?

When I make the decision to watch a program I would like to be

able to make that choice based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content description on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling,

is useless to my family and I. We cannot watch every show on TV

in order to decide that that is a program our family wants to watch
or not.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications
Act of 1996. I do not believe that the above-mentioned system

does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating

system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's
rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as
V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for
language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC
and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.
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cont'd

We would also like to have similar rated movies broadcast together
so that we as a family can watch more than one movie a night
together.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important
to my children, myself and other families.

Sincerely, ,

Howar® F. Pluim
2912 Adams ave.
Ogden, Utah 84403
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

West Side PTA
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and thegikhart TN (local, x®
wisrorsreREAY to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

v

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely,
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Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/0 Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

West Side PTA
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the Natxonal PTA and thegikhartr, IN (local, xnmﬂxdls—
BHEEOOtTEXREAY to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling 1s useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act 0of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

s That the FCC require a V-chip band-broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
ofne rating system;

« That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

« That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
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March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information soffiat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating svstem that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c¢/o0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
!
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners /GWAZ
¢/o0 Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
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March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sopthat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system,;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely,
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street NW. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sotthat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sogthat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V {for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
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March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c¢/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V {for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
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March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sofhat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating syvstem that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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March 10, 1997 | ELUP }’OH!G/NA[

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N'W. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:
That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content

information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system,;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely,
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners Vv VOH/G/N
c¢/0 Federal Communications Commission A[
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sogthat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industrv rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system,;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportumty to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, ”"’\)‘ { T
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SEAFORD SCHOOL

DISTRICT

EXCELLENCE

1 DELAWARE PLACE * SEAFORD, DELAWARE 19973-1434 - (302) 629-8796 » FAX (302) 629-2818

BOARD OF EDUCATION 8CHOOL ADMINISTRATION ADMINISTRATION
&mamu\:m%m DR, EARL CANNON, PRINGIPAL o o e TINTENDY
8 X o DR. STEPHEN E. SCHWARTZ, ASSISTANT SUPER)
:s.m amn :o: . JOHN HOLLIS, DIRECTOR OF PERSONNELIPUBLIC INFORMATION
AEL F. MOGROERTY, MRS, LESTER, DIRECTOR OF FINANCE
SPEICH March 13, 1997 DAL JAMED ©. STOVER, ADRARIBTIATIVE ASSIOTART

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

¢/o Federal Communications Commission UO C{ —
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 RCTFEE 00py A
Washington, DC 20554 ittt JI\J!NA;:

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing to voice my support for the position of the National PTA and the Seaford
Kindergarten PTA in opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. 1 do not think the rating symbols on
the screen provide parents sufficient information so they can make intelligent decisions about what
their children should view. I strongly believe that parents have the right to make a choice about
what their children should view on TV and that adequate information should be provided so that
they can make these choices.

The FCC by law is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 I do not believe this system does so and I
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. I specifically think that the rating system
should include the following:

o Specific content information about programs that contain violence, sexual depiction and
nudity, and strong language;

e That multiple rating systems should be available;

e That the rating icon on the screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

e That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

o That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue s0 important to children and families.

Sincerely, No. of Copies rec'd 0
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Dr. Earl Cannon

Supervisor of Early Childhood Education

( (::IEEMSSION IS TO PROVIDE A PERSONALLY-ORIENTED EDUCATIONAL EXPERIENCE WHICH INSTILLS A SENSE OF
THROUGH EXCELLENCE. ENABLING EACH STUDENT TO RECOME A CONTRIRLITING MEMRFER OF SOCIETY




